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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

5 A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

10 Claims 1-4, 11-14, and 20-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 

anticipated by U.S. Statutory Invention Registration H1,880, Vines et al. (Vines). 

Regarding claims 1 , 1 1 , 20, and 24, Vines discloses, the methods of claims 1 
and 1 1 , and the apparatuses of claims 20 and 24. The apparatuses (and thus the 

15 methods) comprising "a controller that designates sources from which packets of digital 
data will be transmitted to the wireless terminal (figures 2, element 200 and figure 4 
shows the wireless system), that provides a packet of digital data for the wireless 
terminal (figure 7, block 702), and that determines if the packet of digital data is from an 
acceptable source (figure 7, block 704 where the different data types are from different 

20 sources); and a transmitter that transmits the packet of digital data to the wireless 

terminal if the packet of digital data is from an acceptable source (figure 4 and figure 7, 
blocks 706 and 710, it should also be noted that to transmit a packet is a form of 
processing the packet), and that blocks the packet of digital data from transmission to 
the wireless terminal if the packet of digital data is not from an acceptable source (figure 
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7, block 708)." 

Regarding claims 2, 12, 21 , and 25, Vines discloses, "a receiver that receives the 
acceptable sources from the wireless terminal (figure 4 shows the wireless system with 
5 receivers and transmitters, and figure 7, block 702)." 

Regarding claims 3, 13, 22, and 26, Vines discloses, "wherein the controller 
designates at least one class of sources from which packets of digital data will be 
transmitted to the wireless terminal (figure 7, blocks 706 and 710 where the different 
1 0 data types are of different classes)." 

Regarding claims 4, 14, 23, and 27, Vines discloses, "wherein the controller 
designates at least one specific source from which packets of digital data will be 
transmitted to the wireless terminal (figure 7, blocks 706 and 710 where the different 
1 5 data types come from different sources)." 

Claims 53-55, 63-65, and 73-77 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by WO 01/33889 A1, Amitai-Oreny. 

20 Regarding claims 53, 63, 73, and 76, Amitai-Oreny discloses, the methods of 

claims 53 and 63, and the apparatuses of claims 73 and 76. The apparatuses (and thus 
the methods) comprising "a controller that provides external request mode enable and 
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external request mode disable commands fro the wireless terminal (figure 1 shows the 
wireless system where the terminals inherently have controllers to control operations, 
and page 8, lines 9-15); and a transmitter that transmits external requests for data 
transfer to the wireless terminal in response to an external request mode enable 
5 command for the wireless terminal (figure 1 and page 8, lines 13-14), and that 

disregards requests for data transfer at the wireless terminal in response to an external 
request mode disable command for the wireless terminal (page 8, lines 13-15)." 



Regarding claims 54, 64, and 74, Amitai-Oreny discloses, "wherein the controller 
10 executes user initiated tasks when the external request mode is enabled and when the 
external request mode is disabled (page 8, lines 13-15)." 



Regarding claims 55, 65, 75, and 77, Amitai-Oreny discloses, "wherein the 
transmitter transmits radiotelephone pages to the wireless terminal when the external 
1 5 request mode is enabled for the wireless terminal and when the external request mode 
is disabled for the wireless terminal (page 8, lines 11-15 where the data must be 
transmitted to the wireless terminal for the user to make a decision)." 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
5 Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-10, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vines et al. in view of Amitai-Oreny. 

10 

Regarding claims 8 and 18, Vines discloses the method of claim 1 and the 
method of claim 1 1 . However, Vines lacks what Amitai-Oreny disclose, "accepting 
external request mode enable and external request mode disable commands for the 
wireless terminal (page 8, lines 9-13); in response to an external request mode enable 

15 command, transmitting external requests for data transfer to the wireless terminal (page 
8, lines 13-14); and in response to an external request mode disable command, 
disregarding external requests for data transfer for the wireless terminal (page 8, lines 
13-15)." It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have the different actions taken based on the request enable/disable 

20 command for the purpose of allowing a user to take appropriate action based on the 
data. The motivation for allowing a user to take action is so that user can deny access 
of undesired data to the wireless terminal (Amitai-Oreny, page 8, lines 15-16). 



25 



Regarding claim 9, Vines and Amitai-Oreny disclose the method of claim 8. 
However, Vines lacks what Amitai-Oreny further discloses, "executing user initiated 
tasks when the external request mode is enabled and when the external request mode 
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is disabled (page 8, lines 13-15)." It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the executing of user initiated tasks for the same reasons and 
motivation as in claim 8. 

5 Regarding claims 10 and 19, Vines and Amitai-Oreny disclose the method of 

claim 8 and the method of claim 18. However, Vines lacks what Amitai-Oreny further 
discloses, "transmitting radiotelephone pages to the wireless terminal when the external 
request mode is enabled for the wireless terminal and when the external request mode 
is disabled for the wireless terminal (page 8, lines 11-15 where the data must be 
1 0 transmitted to the wireless terminal for the user to make a decision)." It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the transmitting of 
radiotelephone pages for the same reasons and motivation as in claims 8 and 18. 

Claims 56-59 and 66-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
15 unpatentable over Amitai-Oreny in view of Vines et al. 

Regarding claims 56 and 66, Amitai-Oreny discloses the method of claim 53 and 
the method of claim 63. However, Amitai-Oreny lacks what Vines discloses, 
"designating at the wireless service provider acceptable sources from which packets of 
20 digital data will be processed for the wireless terminal (figure 7, block 704 where to 

detect the frame type, the data must be known and therefore known to be acceptable or 
not); providing a packet of digital data for the wireless terminal (figure 7, block 702); 
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determining if the packet of digital data is from an acceptable source designated fro the 
wireless terminal (figure 7, block 704); if the packet of digital data is from an acceptable 
source, transmitting the packet of digital data (figure 7, blocks 706 and 710); and if the 
packet of digital data is not from an acceptable source, blocking transmitting of the 
5 packet of digital data (figure 7, block 708)." It would have been obvious to one of 

ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to determine acceptable sources of data 
and if acceptable transmitting and if not acceptable not transmitting for the purpose of 
distinguishing between wanted and unwanted data (Amitai-Oreny, page 8, lines 15-16). 
The motivation for wanting to distinguish between wanted and unwanted data is so that 
10 value time and resources are not wasted processing unwanted data. 

Regarding claims 57 and 67, Amitai-Oreny and Vines disclose the methods of 
claims 56 and 66. However, Amitai-Oreny lacks what Vines further discloses, "wherein 
designating at the wireless service provider acceptable sources from which digital data 
15 will be processed at the wireless terminal comprises receiving the acceptable sources 
from the wireless terminal (figure 7, block 702)." It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the acceptable sources of data 
which will be processed for the same reasons and motivation as in claims 56 and 66. 

20 Regarding claims 58 and 68, Amitai-Oreny and Vines disclose the methods of 

claims 56 and 66. However, Amitai-Oreny lacks what Vines further disclose, "wherein 
designating at the wireless service provider acceptable sources from which received 
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digital data will be processed at the wireless terminal comprises designating at least one 
class of sources from which received digital data will be processed at the wireless 
terminal (figure 7, blocks 706 and 710 where the different data types are of different 
classes)." It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
5 invention to include the different classes of data which will be processed for the same 
reasons and motivation as in claims 56 and 66. 



Regarding claims 59 and 69, Amitai-Oreny and Vines disclose the methods of 
claim 56 and 66. However, Amitai-Oreny lacks what Vines further discloses, "wherein 

10 designating at the wireless service provider acceptable sources from which digital data 
will be processed at the wireless terminal comprises designating at least one specific 
source from which digital data will be processed at the wireless terminal (figure 7, 
blocks 706 and 710 where the different data types come from different sources)." It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 

1 5 include the different sources of data which will be processed for the same reasons and 
motivation as in claims 56 and 66. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5-7, 15-17, 60-62, and 70-72 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
20 rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Claims 28-52 are allowable because the prior art of record fails to teach, in 
combination with the other claim limitations, "a blocking mode enable" and "a blocking 
mode disable" where in response to the enable mode, "processing the packet of digital 
5 data only if information in the packet of digital data is required to maintain a 

communications link, and blocking processing of the packet of digital data if information 
in the packet of digital data is no required to maintain a communication link;" and where 
in response to the disable mode, "processing the packet of digital data if information in 
the packet of digital data is required to maintain a communications link or if information 
1 0 in the packet of digital data is desired at the wireless terminal." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua Kading whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3070. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30AM-5PM. 
1 5 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
5 For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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